M6                  OUR KVOI.VINc; CIVH.MATION
Asiatic nailk'hmd, who spoke Aiyan. TIu\so Wiros transferred their
languages to almost all ihe other lubes in Kmope excluding I he Basques
(and pcihaps thr Kinns). In the ru<;f^d valleys of the Caucasus relies
of prc: Aryan hniftua/ji's, Midi as Abkasian* s<viu also lo have survived.
In its syntax it resembles both Basque and many Amerind tongues,
Ahkasian is shown (by a black hiimrje) in l<(u;. -10 at I'l.
following the principle of "doubt and deduce," which I ho scientist
should ever keep in mind* I venhne to sow man}' seeds of linguistic
heresy which I hope will prove feitile in the minds of some future
researchers. Let us consider the typical marginal lan/;u;if.;cs of Kurope,
i.e., Gaelic and Welsh, H seems to be rather *,;eneially believed that
these have always been spoken by the dink Highlanders and their
allies of Mediterranean race in Wales and Ireland. A gm\( deal of
imtmal pride is based on the belief in this afvc low; association.
Our Zones :md Strata theory stu^ests that' these marginal peoples
only recently learnt these law;ua^es from entiiely different races. The
writer believes that Hamiiic speech fakin io tin* language of the
Pharaohs) was spoken in must parts of Groat Bu'tain and Ireland, while
the decks weie leainin^ I lomer, The Berbers* Tamers, and other
still more marginal folk of north Aftica, are of the same Mediterranean
race; and still preserve their old Hamitic s]>ecch without change (l(1ip;.
40). It is to be hoped that Beiber will not replace Krse, and bo made
compulsory for the unfortunate youngsters in the Irish Free State, as
the result of this suggestioiil
As* regards France, we have very little knowledge of I he languages
spoken as late its 100 B.CU which are called Gaulish. Study of the
migrations of Keiituni Aryan shows that the western tribes probably
spoke something close to Gaelic -but intermediate between this speeeh
mul Latin. The writer has never been satisfied with the general belief
that French is enhYely a derivative of Latin. If the western Cauls nscd
the sarnie linguistic roots as did the Romans, why is not French to some
extent based on OmlMi roots, with the presumedly characteristic
suffixes, etc,, worn ofT according lo the usual development of a language?
I may mate my point clearer by an exaggerated analogy. Supposing
we knew as little of the Knglish language before 1750, as we know of
Gaulish; we should be fiir from eorreet if we assumed (because English
resembled Gennnn) that it was largely due to the Hanoverian culture
of that date. Hie link is, of course, far back in the sixth century, when
the Anglo-Saxons entered Britain,